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THE CATHOLIC LAXUASL 



^•rtrJrfi J^iff XOvQV 



'The Blood of oar Lard Jesus Christ keep thee onto 
eternal life.' And let the reetpfoat say, 'I will receive 
the Cup of salvation' " (CasSand. Litnrg. cap. xxxi.,p. 75, 
Paris 1610). Again, in the Ordo Romanus (an epitome 
•f the rites and ceremonies of the Roman Church, made, 
it is supposed, in the 8th ftentory), We find the following 
instructions relative to the administration of the Eucha- 
rist, the Pope himself being one of the oelebrsnts: — 
" The archdeacon, tailing the Cop from the hand of the 
first bishop, confirms with the Lord's Blood all those to 
whom the Pope has administered the Lord's Body . . 
■» . Afterwards the bishops or presbyters administer the 
Bread to the people, and after these the deacons ulmi- 
aister the Cup 1 ' (Cassand. Ord Rom. Litnrg. cap. xsii., p. 
51. sq.) 

Such is the testimony of the ancient Boman Liturgy 
on the subject of half Communion. Let us now return, 
for a moment, to the passage above alluded to, as claimed 
"by Romanists on their side, whilstjin fact, it tells most 
Strongly against them. It is the famous passage in which 
Pope Leo the Great condemns certain persons who refused 
the Eucharistic Cup: — " And when, to conceal their in- 
fidelity, they dare to be present at our mysteries, they so 
manage in the communion of the sacraments that they 
Bometimes safely escape notice : with unworthy mouth they 
receive the Body of Christ, but the Blood of our redemp- 
tion they altogether (omnino) decline to drink (haurire). 
Which fact Iwish your Holiness to be acquainted with, in 
order that men of this kind may be exposed by theso 
Signs, and, their sacrilegious dissimulation being detected, 
they may be expelled by the authority of the pric sts from 
the society of the saints." (Leo. Serin, iv., de Quadrag.) 
The persons here referred to were Manicheans, who, in 
order to escape the penalties agr.inst heresy, pretended 
to conform to the Church, by attending the holy 
Communion. They received the Bread without hesi- 
tation ; but so contrived (ita se temperant) as to 
avoid drinking the Wine. This they might easily 
do either by merely putting the cup to their lips, and 
making a show of drinking from it, or by spit- 
ting out the wine when the priest had passed by. What- 
ever mode they adopted, they sometimes succeeded in 
effecting their object. To put an end to such sacrilege, 
" Leo directed that particular care should be taken to as- 
certain that all the communicants received the wine as 
well as the bread. This furnishes an easy and obvious 
explanation of the passage. But, as we have said, 
Roman Catholic controversialists have endeavoured to 
convert it into a proof that at the time of Leo Communion 
under one kind was the custom, or at least allowed, at 
Rome. " How," says Mr. Power (Catholic Layman, 
April, 1856'), " could these Manicheans, who pretended to 
be Catholics, and who communicated under the species of 
bread alone, and who refused to receive the cup, hope so 
thoroughly to escape detection by their receiving in one 
kind only, if such a practice was not then permitted in 
the Church ? Would they not have been at once dis- 
covered by their half communion?" We have just sug- 
gested what seems the true answer to this question. 
They pretended to drink the wine, and by so doing some- 
times (interdum) escaped notice (not " thoroughly," as 
Mr. Power's hypothesis obliges him to assume). "More- 
over," Mr. Power adds, " if all Christians were obliged to 
receive under both kinds, would it not have been childish 
and absurd in the Pope to decree that they should do that 
Which, without exception, as Christians they always did ?" 
tt would certainly be very childish and absurd to make 
such a decree. But, will Mr. Power be good enough to 
prove that Leo did so : no such statement is expressly 
made in the passage under consideration, nor is it, evtu 
in the remotest degree, implied therein. " Besides," Mr. 
Power triumphantly concludes, " Pope Leo, by the par- 
ticle omnino, marks a precise distinction between the 
Christians, who sometimes, as was optional witli them, 
abstained from the use of the cup, aud the Manicheans, 
who at a// times refused it;" or, as Bellarmine expresses it, 
" Leo doesnotorderthose to be watched who sometimes took 
the cup and sometimes did not; but only those who never 
(omnino) took it; for, at that time, the total refusal was 
regarded as aproof of Manicheisin.'' We may safely leave 
this wonderful gloss on the word omnino to the judgment 
of any scholar. It is worthy of Be'.larmine. But, we 
scarcely expected to find it reproduced at the present 
day. How troublesome this passage has proved to Roman 
Catholic controversialists, is proved very strikingly by 
this fact, that even Cardinal Bona was obliged to assert 
that in Leo's time public Communion in one kind was 
usual in Rome; thus flatly contradicting his own de- 
liberate statement, made in the preceding pa^c of his 
work, that "always and everywhere, from the foun- 
dation of the Church down to the twelfth century, the 
faithful communicated under the species of bread and 
wine." And this is the more remarkable, because, in 
establishing this statement, Cardinal Bona tacitly answers 
all the most plausible arguments adduced by Bellarmine 
and others to prove that public Communion in one kind 
was recognised by the early Church. Thus, Bellarmine 
urges the frequent mention which occurs of degrading 
the clergy to lag Communion ; which he interprets to mean 
Communion in one kiud. But Bona totally denies the 
identity between them; and for this very good reason — 
"We often read," he says, "of clerics detruded !o lxy 



Contmanie* at the- tins* when the laity eammdaicaftad m 
ioth species." 

Ob the whole, then, " it is certain" — to M$eat again 
what Cardinal Bona says — "that always and every- 
where, front the first originals of the Church down to the 
twelfth century, the faithful communicated [publicly] 
under the species of bread and wine."* This is suf- 
ficient for oar argument against the modern innovation 
of the Charon of Rome. The Universal Church for 
twelve centuries publicly administered the Eucharist in 
both kinds ; the Church of Rome has, daring the last 
foar centuries, deviated from this asage, and adopted 
the directly contrary coarse. This is, unquestionably, 
a strange proceeding for a Church which professes 
to rest her teaching on invariable tradition. It is 
of no use to urge, as Cardinal Bona does, in defence of 
it, that Communion under one kiud was always and every- 
where in use, extra tacriftciunet extra, ecclesiam." Even 
if this were strictly true, which is very far indeed from 
being the case, it would- not justify the Church of Rome 
in departing from the universal practice of the Church in 
her public Communion. But the fact is, that the very 
ground on which she attempts to justify the present 
universal denial of the Cap to the laity, viz., the practice 
of the Church in the oase of private Communion, is itself 
untenable. It is most certain that, as a general rule, the 
ancient Church communicated under both kinds, «'» pri- 
vate as well as in public ; and it has been often shown 
that, most of the instances alleged by Roman Catholic 
writers in proof of private half-Communion, not only do 
not establish it, but prove the contrary. So that the real 
instances of half-Communion which we meet with in 
the records of patristic literature are very few in 
| number, and most plainly exceptional cases, arising 
; out of pjcuii tr and unavoidable circumstances. Our 
{ limits prevent us, of course, from showing this in any detail. 
j We shall merely glance at one or two of the alleged iu- 
I stances, as a specimen of the rest. h It is said that the 
j Communion reserved in the Church Jar the use of the 
| sick was only in one kind. The contrary is proved from 
( the passage of Justin Martyr (already quoted), where it 
I is expressly said, that "the deacons distribute to each 
of those present the Eucharistic bread and wine and water, 
and carry Mem away to those who are not present." So 
Jerome also (as we noticed, in our first vol. p. 63), 
speaking of Exnperius of Toulouse, says that he carried to 
the sick " the Body of the Lord in a basket of twigs, the 
Blood in a glass vessel." The case of hermits and re- 
cluses is also urged as a proof that wine was not deemed 
necessary to the Eucharist (vide Mr. Power, Catholic 
Layman, April 1856, p. 45). This might be set aside as 
an exceptional case, arising out of unavoidable circum 
stances. When no insuperable difficulty stood iu the way, 
recluses, as well as others, communicated in both kinds. 
This is-clear from the caseof Maria Egxjptiaca, mentioned 
by Bona himself (Rer. Litnrg, Lib. ii., c. xviti). The 
instance of Serapion, to which Mr. Power alludes (J. c), 
was long ago adduced by Harding, in his controversy 
with Bishop Jewel, and was unanswerably disposed of by 
the latter (see Jewel's Works, Jelfs edit. vol. i. p. 411). 
The same may be said of the story told by Sozoinen about 
the woman infected with the Macedonian heresy, and 
which Mr. Power (I. c.) devotes a paragraph to. We refer 
hini again to the answer given by Bishop Jewel to Harding. 
We have already glanced at the oase of Ambrose, which 
Bossuet insists so much on, in his well-known treatise on 
Communion under both kinds. It is recorded by Paul- 
linus, that as soon as the bishop of Vercelli had admin- 
istered to Ambrose " the Body of the Lord," and the 
holy man had received and swallowed it, he forthwith 
expired. Therefore ('.), Communion in one kind was 
then usual. One would rather think, taking into account 
the recorded sentiments of Ambrose himself (which we 
have above cited), that it would be a much more natural 
inference, either that "thoBody of the Lord" (corpus 
Domini) is here taken by Syneclidoche to denote the 
whole Euoharist, or that the Saint expired before be could 
receive the Cup. 

The only oilier instance of alleged half-Communion to 
which we shall now refer is that whioh is termed Miasa 
Prasanctificatorum. It is of the more importance, 
because it was a public, and not a private Communion. In 
the Greek Church it has been customary, from the 
earliest times, during the season of Lent, to consecrate the 
Eucharist only on Saturday and Sunday, and to reserve a 
portion of what was then consecrated f or administration on 
the remaining daysof each week. In the Latin Church, the 
same usageof administering the previously consecrated Eu- 
charist was observed on Good Friday. Bellarmine and the 
other Roman Catholic divines endeavour to prove thatthis 
Communion, or missa pramnclificatorum, was only in one 
kind. But, in the case of the Western Church, Cassan- 
der expressly informs us (de comm. sub. utr. spec. p. 
1027) that the Ordo Romanus, in the office for Oood 
Friday, directs that, " wine not previously consecrated 

» Precisely to the name efTec-, Geo. Cassander admits (Tr»et. de 
Sw. Comm., Ac.) that " the (tomans or Western Church, for more 
than a thousand contionnus years, did not ad nroitter the Sacrament 
or the Lord's Body and Blood, tn the public aerrice or the Chareh, 
otherwise than under both species, and, moreover, aac-h separately." 
The same is admitted by the learne* IJabillon ia his- Comment 
»»•». In* or.l. Rooxni, and dm PrmUt. ad act. ««iet ord. Bened., 
p. 1 •». 

* For fuller details, tee Bingham's Antiquities, Book xv., chap. v. 
sec. I. ; Deyling, Obser". Misc. pp. 827, so.. 



should be consecrated with the Lord's prayer, and by 
putting the consecrated bread into it, ia order that tlka 
people mag be able to communicate fully." And as to the 
case of the Eastern Church, Leo Aliatius has proved that 
in the communion in question there were both the ele- 
ments of bread and wine ; either both consecrated before, 
or else the wine consecrated by contact with the bread. 
The fact is, that Bellarmine and Bona were misled into 
taking this for Communion in one kind, because, both in 
the Eastern and Western Church, the bread alone was 
reserved, not the wine. They failed to observe that, 
before the actual Communion took place, the pneeonse- 
crated bread was put into a cup of wine, and the Lord's 
prayer said over it, by which ceremony the wine was 
considered to be consecrated ; and then both species 
were administered to the people. 

This miesa preesanctificatorum, then, so far from sup- 
porting the cause of half- communion, is directly opposed 
to it. 

To conclude. The question of Communion in one 
species stands thus : — against it, we have the original in- 
stitution by our blessed Lord; and the universal practice of 
the Church, in her public Communion, from the apostolic 
age down to the twelfth century. .For it, we have, his- 
torically, a few extraordinary and exceptional cases of 
private Communion ; and dogmatically, the decrees of the 
councils of Florence and Trent, based upon the theory 
of concomitance, which was itself invented by the 
schoolmen, and was as utterly unknown to Christian an- 
tiquity as was the doctrine of Communion in one kind, 
which it is made to Rupport. 



DR. CTJLLEN OST THE IRISH CHURCH. 
Ik our last number we gave our readers some of our 
reasons and authorities for disputing Dr. Cullen's asser- 
tion, in his late pastoral, that the ancient Irish Church 
held the same doctrine as that professed at the present 
day regarding the supremacy of the Holy See, that key- 
stone of the whole fabric of the Church of Rome on 
which rests her claim to spiritual authority over all 
other Churches. 

We have still to notice one other eminent writer of 
the 6th and 7th centuries, St. Columbanus, the more par- 
ticularly because two letters addressed by him to Pope 
Gregory the First, and Pope Boniface his successor, are 
specially relied on by Dr. Cullen as proofs of his propo- 
sition that the Irish Church of that period acknowledged 
the supreme authority of the See of Rome, in the same 
manner that he (Dr. Cullen) does at the present day. 

Columbanus was born in Ireland, abont the middle of 
the 6th century. He left his country early in life, ap- 
parently from a desire of attaining, in some distant 
solitude, the perfection, of ascetic holiness. He spent 
twenty years amid the forests of the Vosges, in 
France, where he founded the monastery of Luxeuil. 
About the year 610 he was obliged to quit his retirement 
by Theodoric, King of Burgundy, whose evil life he had 
faithfully reproved; and, after many wanderings, he 
again settled at Bobbio, in the province of Milan, nt 
Italy, under the protection and patronage of Agilulf, 
King of the Lombards. 

It was at the request of King Agilulf and his queen 
that he addressed his epistle to Pope Boniface IV., from 
Bobbio, about the year 613 ; and, as he was then settled 
in Italy, within the undisputed jurisdiction of the Roman 
See, it would have been strange, indeed, if he had ad- 
dressed it in any other than terms of the greatest res- 
pect, especially when writing at the instance of his 
adopted sovereign, the King of Lombardy, who, wea- 
ried with the distractions that had long disturbed the 
peaeeof his dominions, about what were called "the three 
chapters,' '* as well as the Arian disputes and other he- 
resies, was anxious to urge the Pope, as the principal 
bishop of the Western Church, to call a synod to settle 
these disputes. We may here observe that it is altoge- 
ther beside the question to quote language of mere 
reverence or regard, however strong, as proofs of ad- 
mitted Papal supremacy ; " the true question," as the 
great Protestant Archbishop Bramhall well observes, 
" not being whether the Bishop of Rome had any au- 
thority in the Catholic Church" — which nobody ever dis- 
puted — "but what are the right limits and bounds of his 
authority, and whether he has a supreme and legisla- 
tive authority over all Christians." No one ever 
doubted that the Bishop of Rome was, in the 7th 
century, a prelate of the most exalted rank in the 
Western Church, presiding in the ancient capital 
of the world ; and having not only authority in his 
diocese, as a bishop, and in his province as a metro- 
politan, but in his patriarchate, as one, if not the chief, 
of the-five proto-patriarehs. The wonder is not that an 
ecclesiastic, resident within the province of Milan, 
should address so exalted a prelate in terms of the 
profoBndest humility and respect, but that he should 
have had the courage and independence to remonstrate 
and argue with him, as we shall presently find he cHd 
in this celebrated letter. 



« " What the three Chapters were, tre are informed in the following 
words of the firth General Council. (Cotlat, s.) We anathematize- 
the aforesaid three chapters, that is, Theodore of Mopsuestia wtth Iris 
impions writings, and the nngodly compositions of Tbeodoret, and 
the ungodly Utter that goes under the name of Thai, and all who 
defend them."- (Vide Oper. a <3regor. Keg. fcpls, Lib. 1, Ind. Ift, 
Coll. 614-5- not. d.) 
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That Dr. CuIIeii draws rather largely on the ignorance 
or^ubservSence of his readers in referring to this letter, and 
another which we shall presently msrrtiorj, wiB bo apparent 
«» every wets wbowiH fslW the rroobte to read the originals. 
But, for the benefit of those who bare n*t leisure or oppor- 
tunity to do so, we shall give a few extracts from which 
tbefollo«ing conclusions appear to as rdtoe irresistible, and 
each and every of them so otterly incompatible with the 
modern doctrine of Papal Supremacy, that M. Langueval, 
the eminent Jesuit historian of the French Church, cen> 
tare* them as most heterodox, and only accounts for them 
by a gratuitous hypothesis of his own (or which history con- 
tains not the faintest hint or shadow of proof), that St. 
Colunrbanus must have retracted these sentiments when he 
became better instructed, or the Church would neTer hare 
placed him in the number of her saints ! fc 

The propositions we are about to prove are as follow :— 

1st. That Coluinbanus believed and held that it was 
possible for the See of Borne, though one of the Apostolic 
Sees, second only in his opinion to that of Jerusalem, to 
forfeit " apostolic honour " bv not preserving the apostolic 
faith. 

2nd. That it was possible even for the chair of St. Peter 
to be defiled by doctrinal error, and that the Catholic faith 
might cease to be held in the Roman See. 

3rd. That an occasion might, therefore, arise when it 
would be necessary for the See of Rome ^to dear itself" 
before a synod of the Church. 

4th. That circumstances might justify "juniorv" or in- 
ferior, Churches in opposing Rome, or withdrawing from 
communion with her. 

5th. That these same Churches, instead of being her 
u juniors," or inferiors, might be converted into her 
"jndges,"if she preserved not " the orthodox faith." 

6th. That it was not from any divine appointment of 
spiritual pre-eminence, but on account of the sacred 
memories of St. Peter and St. Paul, that Columbanus ac- 
knowledged Rome as the head of all the Churches of the 
Western world, and second only to that of Jerusalem, 
to which still more sacred associations were attached, on 
account of its having been the place of our Lord's resur- 
rection. 

Ith. That he believed not only that the Bishops of 
Rome might be heretics, but that it was doubtful at least 
whether Pope Vigilius had not actually died in heresy ; 
moreover, that he should be justified in separating himself 
from communion with the Popes who came after, if 
they did not agree to mark with censure the name of the 
aforesaid Vigilius, who was thus reputed to hare died a 
heretic 

If the extracts we are about to give support the above 
conclusions, or any of them, we think our readers will 
hare no difficulty in deciding whether M. Langueval or 
Dr. Cullen have given the most correct character of the 
letters of St. Columbanus. That both of them cannot be 
right is plain, as never were there more contradictory con- 
clusions drawn by advocates from the same premises. The 
difference is only to be accounted for by the fact that M. 
Laagueval, as an historian, was obliged to deal with the 
whole document, while Dr. Cullen, as a bold advocate of 
W* Chtarch, thought himself safe in giving a few garbled ex- 
tracts, and drawing bold conclusions from them, trusting 
that the majority of his readers would not take the trou- 
ble of testing their accuracy. Probably Dr. Cullen forgot 
that there was such a publication as the Catholic Lai- 
*ah, or, having so recently denounced it as a frivolous pro- 
duction, perhaps calculated on its criticisms not being read 
by any of those over whom his influence extended. 

The following are the extracts from this remarkable 
letter, to which we would call our renders' attention : — 
u "It is not through vanity or forwardness," says Columbanus' 

that I, an humble individual, of the very meanest condition' 
presame to write to persons of such high dignity ; for it is 
serrow, rather than conceit, that obliges me to express to you, 
in such a very bumble suggestion as befits me, that the name 
Of God is blasphemed among the Gentile* oa account of you, 
contending, as you are, oa both sides. For I am pained, 1 con- 
fess, at the infamy brought on the chair of St. Peter. . . . 
I speak as your friend, your disciple, your follower, not as an 
alien; therefore I n ill speak with freedom. . . In order, then, 
mat you may not cotne short of apostolic honour, preserve the 
apostolic faith, confirm it by testimony, establish it by writ- 
ing, strengthen it by a synod, so that no one may justly resist 
your authority. Slight not this word of adviee offered by a 
atraoger, from any feeling connected with your consciousness 
™^*' n R the teacher of hire wko is thua anxious on your be- 
half. The world is already verging to its close. The Chief 
bhepherd is at baud. Beware lest he find you negligent, and 
beating your fellow servants with the stripes of a bad example, 
«nd eating and drinking with the drunken; lest you be over. 
oken by the consequences of sneb carelessness. Be vigilant, 
therefore, [ implore thee, O pope ! be vigilant, and again I say, 
« vigilant! For it may be that there was a want of proper 
vigilance on the part of Vigilius, who is londly exclaimed 
against as baring been the first occasion of scandal, by thoss 
*ao are attaching blame to you. Let the occasion of schism, 
theseeeii of you, be at once cut off by yon, with the knife, as H 
""**■ °» St Peter- that is, if true confession of the faith m a 
**"<"»■ and abominating and anathematizing of all heretics, 
Mat BOyoo may purge the chair of Peter from all error, if 
tnere hare been any, as they say, introduced : er, if not, that 
«a purity may be acknowledged on all hand's. For it is a pain- 
™»nd lamentable thing if the Catholic faith is not pre- 
"J."*" in tire apostolic see. And that 1 may say out 
*" tuot to sfytn to flatter e ven yourself undnly), it is also a 

'Ungaer.l, Htor. de rEtflse Gal., tome HI., p. «3*. fAn. 6B. 



painful thing to reflect on, that yon, the party possessed' of 
the legitimate power . .were not meitrsc to come forward; 
mflaenued by zeal for the faith-, and 1 after first proviK-g the 
purity of your own- Strife, to so&iremi) or eaeoiv»»UBieati» tike 
party that, dared nideiswae die principal see sciatic* to Use or* 
thoduxy of its faith. C*es*vtheu,to use djesiraakuiou ! eesse 
to m ai ntain silence I A*ik rather gtve uttetatree to the voice 
of the true Shepherd— thai voice which bis vwu slurp rt-coft- 
. nize,who hear uot the voice of »-. rangers, but wiiltleefiotu-stich. 
' 1 would urge you, my fathers and my own patrons, to dispel 
the confusion from the face of your sons and dUciples, who are 
confounded oh your account ; and what is of still greater im- 
portance, that the cloud of suspicion may be dispelled from 
1st. Peter's chair. (JbBveJte, therefore, uu assembly, that you 
may clear away the charges alleged u*atM*t you; for it is no 
child's play that you are aecuse4 «•£ Ft it is the recei «injt of 
heretics, as i aw informed, liutyou are charged with, tiiougi* fir 
be it from gaining credit, as a thing iiaving occurred, or vest- 
ing, or likely to happen. They say, however, that Eutycues, 
Diescorus, Nestorius, old hereties, as we know tbetu to have 
been, were countenanced by Vigilius in some Fifth Synod. 
See there the cause of the entire scandal, as they say, if you 
toe, as they assert, countenance theui iu tike manner : or if 
you know that Vigilius died so infeeted, why did you bring for- 
ward his name in arnannet- at variance with a good conscience. 
Fur whatever is not of fmih is iia.' Now is the fault yours, if 
you have gone astray from the true belief, and made void your 
first faith. It is on just grounds that your juniors resist you, 
and ou just grounds refuse to communicate with you; until 
the memory of the wicked be effaced and consigned to 
oblivion. F'or if there be in these statements more of cer- 
tainty than of fable, your sous in their turn are become the 
head, aud you the tail, the very mention of which is painful. 
Therefore also shall they t>e your judge*, who have always ad- 
hered lo the orthodox faith, whoever they be, even though 
they may apjiear your juniors. On account of those two apos- 
tles of CiiEtat, Peter and Paul, ye are great and illustrious. . 
. . X<- u are iu a utanuer conuected with heaven, and itoma 
is the head of the churches of the world,*' excepting the singu- 
lar prerogative of the place of lite Lord's resurrection. And 
therefore, as your honour is great in proportion to the diguity 
of your see, so is great care necessary ou your part, that you 
may not lose your dignity through any perversity. For the 
power shall be yours so long as right reason shall prevail with 
you; for be is the true possessor of the keys of the kingdom 
of hearea who opeBs to the worthy by true knowledge, and shuts 
against the unworthy. Otherwise, if he shall act iu a contrary 
way, he shall not be able either to open or shut. . . No man 
is iguurant how Christ our Saviour bestowed on St. Peter the 
keys of the kingdom, a grant on account of which you may 
perhaps be disposed to claim for yourself come proud share of 
authority and power in matters of religion, beyond what others 
enjoy ; be assured, however, that your power shall be lessened 
in the sight of God, if you even harbour such a thought iu 
yonrmind. . . And if there beany points of uncertain cha- 
racter, let them be reserved for the judgment of God. But 
whatsoever things are plain, andatucA as men are judge of, judge 
them justly without respect of persons; and let the judgment 
of peace prevail in your gates, and acknowledge one another 
[as brethren] that there may be jay in heaven and on earth, 
over the restoration of peace and harmony among you ouce 
more. . . Forgive me, I beseech you, for talking in this 
harsh and rough atyle, seeing that I could not upon such an 
occasion speak otherwise . . when the King of this Lom- 
bard nation requests me, an humble Scottish stranger, to take 
up my pen. Let me beg of you, seeing that many entertain 
doubts of thepurily of your faith, to remove speedily this blot 
which tarnishes the lustre of the Holy See. . . Moreover, 
there is also the urgent inj unction of King Auilulf, wtwee re- 
quest has occasioned me very great astonishment and anxiety ; 
for the state of things which 1 see at preseut existing 1 cannot 
regard as anything short of miraculous. For the kiugs of this 
couutry for a long time past have been trampling on the Catho- 
lic faith, aud promoting the Ariau pestilence ; at the present 
moment their express desire is to have our faith more strongly 
upheld. It may be that Christ, in whose power every good 
originates, is now regarding as with an eye of mercy. Very 
unfortunate are we, if any further occasion of stumbliog be 
afforded by our side. The King, then, makes request, and the 
Queen requests, and all join in (he request, thai, as soon as 
ever it may be done, ail may he restored to unity ; that 
peace may be secured fur the country, peace for the faith ; 
that all may thus become one fold of Christ, who is King of 
Kings; that you may follow Peter, all Italy you." 

We ask our readers whether in this letter Columbanus 
addressed Pope Boniface as the Infallible Vicar of Christ 
upon earth, or as one having, by divine institution, the su- 
preme power, not only over all Italy, but the whole world? 
— or whether such language would not, in the mouth of an 
Abbe Labordc, or any other modern Romanist, ensure his 
expulsion from the Holy City within twenty-four hours of 
its publication at Rome ? 

We now request our readers' attention to an extract from 
tho other letter of Columbanus cited by Dr. Cullen — that to 
St. Gregory, in which, entering into the argument against 
the Roman Easter, he urges in particular that his own 
usage being founded on the authority of God's word, it was 
unlawful for human authority to establish a different one. 

** Let your vigilance, then, he careful in weighing the credit 
of the two authors aforesaid (viz., Anatulius and Victorius, 
the former of whose tables fur calculating Easter, he says, the 
Irish preferred to those ef the latter, principally because Ana- 
tolius bad been mentioned with oommendation by St. Jerome, 



who «•< a great favourite with the Irish theologians), 
two authors are quite contrary to one another, (hat there be mat 
(Bss^reenient between yourself saw Jenut m the oapMS i i — i 
of your sentiments. . . For I eeafrss to yen f lainlyv that uw* 
hmu> who cvnisslicts the authority of St. Jerome uUl he looked- 
ntmn as a heretic, and rejected with scorn by the Churches of 
the West. For, as far as the Divine Scriptures are concerned, 
tliey entertain sentiments decidedly and wholly accordant with 
his. So much on the subject "f Easter." 

Strange language this to be addressed by an humble monk " 
from Ireland to a Vicar of Christ, even though he had been, 
but au ordinary Pope ; hut when we consider that it war" 
written to one of the brightest ornaments of the papal choir, 
whose character and talents were, perhaps, exceeded by 
none of the Bishops of that See, Sit. Gregory the Great, we 
must admit that what Dr. Lanigan denominates the 
" apostolical freedom" of St. Columbanus in addressing the 
Bishops of Rome, was scarcely compatible with a belief 
in the supremacy, much less the infallibility, of the papsf 
chair." Yet Dr. Cullen has the rashness to cite both these 
letters as containing ample evidence of tho belief of the 
early Irish Church in the supremacy of the Holy Sou, 
and that " our forefathers were always distinguished by 
an undying attachment and devotion to the centre of 
unity, the chair of Peter!" 

We confidently rely on these letters as proofs of the very 
contrary, viz., of the independence of the Church of St 
Patrick and his followers, even when using very high ex- 
pressions of respect towards tho Roman See ; and, to use 
the very words of a learned Roman Catholic writer, the Her. 
Daniel Rock, D.D., in a work entitled " Did the Early 
Church of Ireland acknowledge the Pope's Supremacy* 
(addressed to Lord John Manners, and published by Dol- 
man, London, 1844), p. 37 — " the testimony of St. Co- 
lumbanus is of peculiar interest and value, for he may be 
said to have been one of the earliest children begotten by 
Christian Ireland, and therefore his belief and language may? 
fairly be taken as a sample of the speech and belief com- 
mon to his brethren in the household of faith at that period 
in Ireland." 

We had intended to go on to prove, from the writings of 
St. Patrick and his disciples, that the doctrines of purga- 
tory, worship of the Blessed Virgin, the invocation of 
saints, celibacy of the clergy, and other doctrines of the 
modern Church of Rome, Formed no part of the creed of 
St. Patrick or his disciples ; but our space warns us to 
conclude for the present, and we must content ourselves 
with referring our readers hack to what we have already 
published on this subject, in our first volume. 



' Rom. ch- xiv., v. 23. 
a Dr. Lanigan and Mr. Carew (the two principal ltosaikh writers oil 
the Cuurch History of Ireland} quote this passage, but end at the 
word " world." Dr. Lanigan does so both in the Engtlih quotation 
in his texl, sad the Latin one in bis not*. And both wrilera end at 
this word the quotation, the paragraph, and Kb* subject. Is 
this honest, or would it be a worthy mode of defending truth ? Let 
their readers judge, It Is painful to iwd one of rjr. Lanipau'* learn- 
ing, and m candid at he eaa siforu i» be on aofloe occasions, thus ted 
away by the fear of the const-queues* at truth,— Vide Casern, p. »$&. 



THE PROPHECIES OF ST. COLUMK1XLE. 
Among the kings entrusted with sovereignty over the 
Jewish people, in the days of the old covenant, were many 
bad men, who sinned against God themselves, and en- 
couraged the Lord's people also to transgress. "But 
there was none like unto Ahab, which did tell A»«- 
self to work wickedness in the sight of the Lord, whom 
Jezebel, his [idolatrous] wife, stirred up* (1 Kings, xxj. 
25). We might well expect that such a one, dying in- 
penitent, should perish by a fearful fitte; and accord- 
ingly, we find him at the close of his career given up to 
judicial blindness, and following, to his ruin, the mad 
ravings of the false prophets whom he had chosen for tag 
friends and counsellors, despising the warnings of the 
faithful messengers of the most high God. He thirsted 
for military glory, for victory, and conquest. He would 
go up and attack Ramoth-Giiead. And "Go up," said 
the false flatterers; "Go up, for the Lord shall deliver 
it into the hand of the king'" (1 Kings, xxii., 6). The 
tree prophet of God, however, warned him that, if he 
went, his troops should that day he scattered, without a 
bead. And he went and fell : " and the dogs licked up 
his blood, according unto the word of the Lord," whicn 
he spake by his servant the prophet Elijah. The story 
furnishes us with a fearful example of what St. Paul telar 
us (in 2 Thes. ii., 10-12), that when meu are unwilling to 
receive the love of the truth, that they may be saved, 
" God shall send them strong delusion, that they should 
believe a lie : that they all might be damned who be- 
lieved not the truth, but had pleasure in unrighteous- 
ness." 

There are, unfortunately, many people in Ireland who 
are much more willing and ready to believe any kind of 
delusive stories or prophecies, which gratify, or promise 
gratification to, their natural passions, or unlawful de- 
sires, than the words which God himself has been pleased 
to reveal, for their instruction in rk-hteousness, and to 
guide them to heaven. And as demand naturally creates 
supply, ao, where people are wilfully ignorant and cre- 
dulous, impostors and false prophecies, to gratify their 
inclinations, are not likely to be lacking. Of such pro- 
ductions we have to notice on the present occasion ae 
unhappy a specimen as the history of imposture could 
easily supply. 

St. Columkille, who died in 597, has ever been regarded 
by our countrymen as one of the prophetic saints of Ire- 
land. The first of the three books of his life by Adatp- 
nanus, written at the end of the seventh century, reUtttee 

< Mom. LengueTi), the French Jesuit whom we hs.se already diss, 
mikes the following just coaunent upon tbe. pas&age we have asops 
quoted : " This is saying plainly enough thst he toaald not tusmtt tu 
the decisioa be asked for (i.e.. Pope Gregory's decision), anlest It' 
agreed with his owa prejudices."— Hist, de l'fflbe <M. Uv. *, !'*» 
602, t. Ui. p. 371. 



